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1 Introduction

The following notation will be used throughout our paper:

e If X and Y are two real valued random variables,
X<y
means that these variables have the same law.

o If (X;,t>0)and (Y;, t >0) are two real valued processes,

(X, t>0)2 (v, t>0)

=

means that the two processes are identical in law.

e S, denotes the space of n X n symmetric matrices with real entries,
and S} denotes the convex cone in S, consisting of positive matrices.
Thus, a matrix (m;x)i<jr<n € S, belongs to S} if:

Vag, -, a, € R Z ajopmip > 0.

1<jk<n

1.1 PCOC’s and 1-martingales

An R-valued process (X;, t > 0) is said to increase in the convex order if
Vi >0 E[|X:] < oo,
and for every convex function ¢ : R — R,
teR, — E[Y(Xy)] € (—o0, +0]

is increasing.
We call such a process (X;, t > 0) a PCOC, this acronym being derived
from the French name: Processus Croissant pour I’Ordre Convexe.

A process (X; , t > 0) is called a I-martingale if there exists (on a
suitable filtered probability space) a martingale (M, , ¢ > 0) which has the
same one-dimensional marginals as (X; , ¢t > 0), that is, for each t > 0,

X, <M, .



Such a martingale (M, , t > 0) is said to be associated with this process
(X¢, t > 0) . Note that several different martingales may be associated
with a given process.
It is an easy consequence of Jensen’s inequality that an R-valued process
(X;, t > 0) which is a l-martingale, is a PCOC. A remarkable result due
to Kellerer [Ke| states that, conversely, any R-valued process (X;, t > 0)
which is a PCOC, is a 1-martingale. But generally, it is a difficult problem to
give a concrete description of a martingale which is associated to a PCOC;
this problem has been the aim of several recent papers ([BY, HY1, HY2,
HY3, HRY]).

1.2 Our guiding example

Our interest in the study of PCOC’s and associated martingales originated
from the result by Carr, Ewald and Xiao [CEX] that the process:

1 /[t s
A= - exp(Bs——> ds , t>0,
t ) 2

where (By, s > 0) is a standard Brownian motion, is a PCOC. It has been
shown later by Baker and Yor [BY] that a martingale associated with this
process (A;, t >0) is

! st
M, = exp Ws,t_7 ds , t>0
0

where W denotes the standard Brownian sheet.

1.3 Generalizations of our guiding example

The ubiquity of Brownian motion stems, for a large part, from the fact that
it belongs to the intersection of important classes of stochastic processes,
e.g: martingales, Lévy processes, Gaussian processes. Thus, the solution
of a given problem involving Brownian motion often generalizes into one
involving either of these classes of stochastic processes. The above result by
Carr, Ewald and Xiao is no exception to this rule, as it has already been
generalized as follows:

(i) If (N;, t >0) is a martingale, then the process

1 t
—/Nsds , t>0
t 0

is a PCOC (see [HPRY]).



(ii) An interesting particular case of (i) is: if (L;, t > 0) is a Lévy process
such that Elexp(L;)] < oo, then the process

1 /[ L,
L / G O
t Jo Elexp(Ls)]
is a PCOC and an associated martingale may be expressed, using a

Lévy sheet (see [BY, HY2, HRY]).

In this paper, we are concerned with generalizations of the result by Carr,
Ewald and Xiao, in a Gaussian framework. Thus, we consider a family
(Get, t >0) of real valued, centered, Gaussian processes:

G.,t = (G)\’t i A € A) s

where A denotes a measure space. For any signed finite measure o on A,
we set, for t > 0,

A7 = [exp (G- JEIGL) atan

and we give conditions ensuring that (Aﬁ”’ , t >0) is a PCOC. We also
express, in some cases, an associated martingale in terms of a Gaussian sheet.

1.4 Organisation of the paper

The remainder of this paper is organised as follows:
e In Section 2, we develop an [to type calculus for Gaussian processes.

e In Section 3, we use the previous calculus to prove that, under certain
conditions, processes (Aﬁa) , t > 0) as defined in Subsection 1.3 are

PCOCs.

e In Section 4, we construct Gaussian sheets allowing, for some processes
(AEU) , t > 0) , to exhibit martingales having the same one-dimensional

marginals. This yields, in these cases, another proof that they are
PCOC’s.



2 An It6 type calculus for centered Gaussian
processes

2.1 An Ito type formula

In this subsection, we consider a family of R™-valued centered Gaussian vari-
ables:

(Gy, t € la,b))

where [a,b] denotes a compact interval of R. We denote, for t € [a,b], by
(G,El), e Gg”)) the components of the vector Gy, and by

C(t) = (cjx (t))1gj,k§n

the covariance matrix of GG;. The main result of this subsection is the follow-
ing weak form of an Ito type formula.

Theorem 2.1 Assume that
€ [a,b) — C(t) €S,
is a continuous function with finite variation. Let
F:(z,t) € R" x [a,b] — F(x,t) € R

be a C*'-function whose derivatives of order 2 with respect to x: F:;’ a0

1 < j,k < n, and whose derivative of order 1 with respect tot: F], grow sub-
exponentially at infinity with respect to x, uniformly with respect to t € |a, b.
Then, for every s,t with a < s <t <b,

1) E[F(Gt)] = E[F(Gus)+ / E[F}(C, v)] du

i Z / [ (G )] deslu)

Proof
The proof is based on the following lemma:

Lemma 2.1 Assume that

€ [a,b) — C(t) € S,



is a continuous function with finite variation, and that, for any t € [a,b], the
matriz C(t) is invertible. We denote by u(t,z) the density of the Gaussian
variable Gy. Then, for every s,t with a < s <t <b and for any v € R",

®) o) = Z/uwﬂwdwﬂ

Proof Lety = (v, +,v) € R", and denote by < z,y > the scalar product
of z,y € R". Set, for t € [a,b],

We have, for ¢ € [a, b],

. 1
©,(t) = Elexp(i <, G >)] = exp <—§ Zyj Vi cj7k(t)> :
ik
Then, for a < s <t <b,
1 t
o) =2(s) = 5 3 [ orla) e desal)
j7k s

Now, an integration by parts yields:

P (W) v T = / e T v pulu, ) do = — / e iy (u,w) da

Finally, using Fubini’s theorem, we obtain that the Fourier transforms of
both sides in (2) are equal, hence the desired result follows thanks to the
injectivity of the Fourier transform. O

We now prove Theorem 2.1. First, we may assume, by approximation,
that F' in (1) has compact support. Approximating G; by G; + ¢ N where
N denotes an R"-valued centered reduced Gaussian variable independent of
(G, t € [a,b]), we also may assume that the hypotheses of Lemma 2.1 are
fulfilled. We still denote by w(t, z) the density of G;. Hence, for t € [a, b,

E[F(Gh, )] = / Fla,t) ult,z) de .



Lemma 2.1 ensures that, for a < s <t <b and = € R",
t
®)  Flanute) = P+ [ Feos) d

1 t
by 2 [ Pt ) desal).
j7k s
Now, by integration by parts,

[ Pt ) do= [ F2 (o) ) de = BIF L, (Guv).

Therefore, integration with respect to = on both sides of (3) yields formula

(1).

O

Remarks

1. In formula (1), only the law of G, for each t € [a,b], and consequently
only the matrices C(t), are involved. This explains why this formula is
well adapted to the study of PCOC’s.

2. Suppose that
t€la,b] — C(t) €S,

is an absolutely continuous function on [a,b] and that the derivative
C’(t) is, for almost every t € [a, b], a positive symmetric matrix. Then,
there exists a measurable function

t€la,b] — D(t) €S/
such that, for almost every ¢ € [a, b,
(D) =C'(t) .

In particular,
t € la,b] — D(t) €S,

is a square integrable function. We set
t
M, =G, +/ D(s) dB,
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where B denotes a standard R"-valued Brownian motion starting from
0, independent of G,. Then (M, , t € [a,b]) is a continuous Gaussian
martingale, and, for any ¢ € [a, b], the covariance matrix of M; is C(t).
Consequently, to prove (1) in this case, we may replace (G; , t € [a,b])
by (M, , t € [a,b]), but then (1) is a direct consequence of the classical
[t6 formula.

3. As a Fourier argument easily shows, formula (1) characterizes, in some
sense, families of R™-valued centered Gaussian variables.

2.2 Examples

We present, in this subsection, some examples in the scalar case n = 1.
In particular, when (G; , t € [a,b]) has the same one-marginals as a semi-
martingale, we compare our formula (1) with the one obtained by application
of the classical Ito formula.

2.2.1 Time changed Brownian motion

We consider continuous functions u and v from an interval [a, b] into R and
we suppose that u has a finite variation and v is increasing and nonnegative.
Let (B;) be the standard linear Brownian motion starting from 0 and set, for
t € |a,b],

Gt = u(t) Bv(t) .

We have c(t) = E[G?] = u?(t)v(t). Let F be a C*function on R with
compact support. Our formula (1) yields:

dE[F(Gy)] = %E[F”(Gt)] [2u(t)v(t) du(t) + u?(t) dv(t)] ,
whereas the application of the classical Ito formula gives:
AE[F(C)] = BIF(Go) Bugo) du(t) + 5 BLF"(Go)] (1) du)
Consequently, we obtain:
E[F" (u(t) Bow)] u(t) v(t) = E[F'(u(t) Buw) Bu)] -
The above equality may be written down as:

(4) E[F"(a By)]a = E[F'(a By) By]



with a = u(t) \/v(t). Obviously, @ may be taken equal to 1, and (4) is a
well-known characterization of the law of B;. In fact, formula (4) with g
instead of F’| is the starting point of Stein’s method (see [S]); see also [T,
Appendix A4: Gaussian integration by parts].

The following examples may be considered as particular cases of the pre-
vious one.

2.2.2 Ornstein-Uhlenbeck process

For A € R, let (U}, t > 0) be the scalar Ornstein-Uhlenbeck process with
parameter A, starting from 0. Thus, U” is solution to the SDE:

t
(5) Uﬁ_Bt+A/U3ds.
0

We have: .
vi>0  U}=eM / e ™ dB, .
0
Consequently, there exists a Brownian motion (/3,) such that:

V>0 U} =eMByy

t
v(t) = / e ds .
0

We are therefore brought back to Example 2.2.1.
On the other hand, denoting by u™(t,z) the density of Ut(/\)7 the Fokker-
Planck equation corresponding to the SDE (5) yields:

with

ou™
ot

2,0
(t,0) = A (a1, 2) + 2 2

(t,r),
whereas our Lemma 2.1 leads to:

o™ L on O
Tor B =5 g ()

Consequently, we obtain:

O 1 — 2 82M(A)
- (N -
(@ pV (t2)) = = ()

which is easy to verify directly.



2.2.3 Brownian bridge

Let (b, 0 <t <1) be the standard Brownian bridge satisfying by = b; = 0.
It can be obtained as solution to the SDE:

t
X
6 X = DBy — *—d
(6) ¢ t/ol—ss

and one has: E[b?] = ¢ (1 —t). Let F be a C*-function on R with compact
support. Our formula (1) yields:
d 1—2t

EE[F(bt)] =

E[F"(b,)] ,

whereas the application of the classical [t6 formula gives:

d 1 / 1 1"
GEF O] = =7 E[F (b b] + 5 E[F"(b0)]

Consequently, we obtain:
t (]_ - t) ]E[F,/(bt)] - ]E[F,(bt) bt] ,

which is equivalent to (4) with a = /t(1 — t).
On the other hand, there exists a Brownian motion (3,) such that:

Vt S [0, 1) bt — (1 — t) ﬁt/(lft) .

Thus, here again, we are brought back to Example 2.2.1.
Besides, denoting by p(t, ) the density of b, for 0 < t < 1, the Fokker-Planck
equation coresponding to the SDE (6) yields:

op 1 0 1 0%

BN (t,z) = T3 %(ffﬂ(tax)) T3 @(taﬂf) ;
whereas our Lemma 2.1 leads to:
o 1—2t 0%
e = —5—55te).
Consequently, we obtain:
9, 0

which is easy to verify directly.
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2.2.4 Fractional Brownian motion

Let (Bff , t > 0) be the fractional Brownian motion with Hurst index
H € (0,1). It is a continuous centered Gaussian process such that, for any
t >0, E[(Bf)?] = t*1. Let F be a C*-function on R with compact support.
Our formula (1) yields, for 0 < s < t:

(7) BIF(BI")] = BIF(B!) + H [ BIF'(BI)e" du.

On the other hand, there exists a Brownian motion (/3,) such that, for each
t>0,
BtI_I g ﬁtQH .

Formula (7) also follows from the classical It6 formula applied to the mar-
tingale (fyen ).

2.3 An application of Theorem 2.1

As an application of Theorem 2.1, we now present a simple proof of the
Gordon-Slepian Lemma, the statement of which we recall below (see, for
instance, [Ka] and [T, Proposition 1.3.2]).

Proposition 2.1 (Gordon-Slepian Lemma) Let X = (X3, -+, X,,) and
Y = (Y1, --,Y,) be two centered Gaussian vectors in R™, and let A and B

be two subsets of {1,---,n} x {1,---,n}. We assume:
EX; X, <E[Y;Yi] if (jkeA
E[X, X)) >EY;Y:] i (k) eB

EX, X =E[Y,Yi] if (k) ¢AUB

Let F : R® — R be a C%-function whose derivatives of order 2 grow sub-
exponentially at infinity. We assume:

F! . >0 if (j,k)eA and  F! . <0 i (j,k)eB.

Tj,Tf — Tj, T —

Then
E[F(X)] <E[F(Y)].

Proof
As in Kahane’s proof ([Kal), we set, for ¢ € [0, 1],

G =VtY +vV1—tX

11



where X and Y are assumed to be independent (a special case of the smart
path method used, again and again, in [T]). Then, by Theorem 2.1,

BIF(G)] = BIF(Gol + 5 3 [ I,y (G))(EIV; Y] — BIX; Xil)

Tj, Tk

Now, by hypothesis, for every (7, k),
(E[Y; Yi] — E[X; X)) FZ),, > 0.

Tj, Tk

2.4 A variant of Theorem 2.1

In this subsection, we keep the framework and the notation of Subsection 2.1.
A real valued function h(z,t), defined on R x R, , will be called a space-time
harmonic function if h is a C*!-function satisfying, on R x R the equation:

on 1o
ot 20x2

It is well-known that any nonnegative space-time harmonic function may be

represented as:
t y2
ha,t)= [ exp|yr— —- | dv(y)
R 2

where v denotes a positive finite measure on R. We refer to [Y, Theorem
1.3] for a probabilistic proof.

Theorem 2.2 Assume that
t€la,b] — C(t) €S,

is a continuous function with finite variation. Let hV .- h(™ be n space-
time harmonic functions, and define the function H = (Hy,---, H,), from
R™ X [a,b] into R™, by

Hj(x,t) = W9 (wj, ¢55(1)) -

Let ® : R® — R be a C%-function such that the derivatives of order 2 with
respect to x of the function F defined by

F(z,t) = ®[H(x,1)],

12



grow sub-exponentially at infinity with respect to x, uniformly with respect to
t € [a,b]. Then, for every s,t with a < s <t <b,

E[Q[H (G, 1)]] = E[®[H (G, s)]]+

B OhW) , Oh*)
5 Z/ [‘I’zj - uau)]W(fo)aCj,j(u)) 5 (GP, cp(w)| dejp(u) .

Proof

If the covariance matrix C is a C'-function, the function F is of class
C'? and Theorem 2.2 follows by a direct application of Theorem 2.1, after
simplifications which are consequences of the harmonicity property. Actually,

the general case may be treated by a slight adaptation of the proof of Theorem
2.1.

O
We now state two easy corollaries.
Corollary 2.1 Assume that
€ [a,b) — C(t) € S,
is a continuous function with finite variation. Let hV .- h(™ be n space-
time harmonic functions and ay,---,a, € R. Define the function k, from

R™ X [a,b] into R, by
Zaj xﬁcjj (t)) -

Let ¢ : R — R be a C?-function such that the derivatives of order 2 with
respect to x of the function F defined by
F(z,t) = plk(z,t)] ,

grow sub-exponentially at infinity with respect to x, uniformly with respect to
t € |a,b]. Then, for every s,t witha < s <t <b,

E[plk(Gr,1)]] = E[p[k(Gs, s)]]+

| ‘T, o oh®
3 Saon [ B[ 0(Gu0] % (6 c1y) T (G, enalw)] desat)

13



Corollary 2.2 Assume that
t€la,b] — C(t) €S,

is a continuous function with finite variation. Let ay,---,a, € R and let
0 : R — R be a C?-function whose second derivative grows at most
polynomially at infinity. We set, for 1 < j <mn,

Y7 — exp (G(j) _ Cj,j(U))
u u 2

and

K,=> a; YV,
J

Then, for every s,t with a < s <t <b,

Blp ()] = Blp ()] + 53 Sy [ B[00 Y9 Y] deja(w).

3 Application to PCOC’s

3.1 Integrals of log-normal processes

Let A be a metric o-compact space equipped with its Borel o-field. We
consider, for each t > 0, a real valued measurable centered Gaussian process

Ger=(Grr, NEAN).
For A\, u € A and t > 0, we set:
cap(t) =E[Gr: Gyl -
We assume the following hypothesis:
(Hy) For all t > 0, the function:
(Ap) € AxXA—cy,(t)eR

1S continuous.

14



For any signed finite measure o on A, we set, for ¢t > 0,

- 1
AE ) = / exp (GA,t — 56)\7)\(15)) O'(d/\) .
A

In the sequel, S, is assumed to be equipped with the following partial
order, induced by the convex cone S

VM,N€eS, M<N<+ (N-M)eS;.

The next theorem provides sufficient conditions for the process (Ag") t>

0) to be a PCOC. 7
Theorem 3.1 We consider the following conditions:
(C1) For every A\, € A, the function cy, is increasing on R..
(Cy) For everyn > 1, for every Ay, -+, A\, € A, the matriz function
t >0 — (ex; 0 (t))1<jik<n €Sy
1s increasing on R .

If either (C) is satisfied and o is a positive finite measure, or (Cy) is satisfied
and o is a signed finite measure, then (AEU) , t>0)is a PCOC.

Proof
We begin with a lemma for which we refer to [HPRY].

Lemma 3.1 Let (X;, t>0) be a real valued integrable process, i.e:
YVt >0 E[| X;]] < oo .
This process is a PCOC if (and only if):
i) E[Xy] does not depend on t > 0;
ii) for any ¢ € C, the function
t>0— E[p(X,)]
1S 1ncreasing.

Here, C denotes the set of all nonnegative, convexr, C*-functions 1 such
that " has a compact support.

Now, the proof of Theorem 3.1 proceeds in three steps.

15



1. We first assume that .
g = Z a; 5,\j
j=1

where 0, denotes the Dirac measure at A\ and aq,---,a, € R.

We have
- 1
A(")ZE : Gr——cya ()]
t = a] exXp ( )‘]7t 2 C)\Jv/\]( ))

Since for any ¢, E[|A!”]] < 0o, and E[A\”)] = ;- a; does not depend
on t, to prove that (AEU) , t >0)is a PCOC, it suffices to prove (Lemma
3.1) that, for any ¢ € C, the function t > 0 — E[¢(A§U)] is increasing.

We fix 0 < s <t. We set, for 1 <j <nandu € [0,1],
Gq(j) = \/EG)\J.¢+ \/1—UG>\j7s

where the Gaussian vectors (G, 4, -+, Gy, 1) and (G, 5, -, G\, s) are
supposed to be independent. This is yet another instance of the smart
path method. Then, by Corollary 2.2, we have:

E[(K1)] = E[(Ko)|+
3 D [ B[V YE] (0,0000) = 3,0, (5) du
gk 0

where, for 1 < 57 <n,

and

Since
K, = A§0)7 Ko=AY ¢">0 and Y >0,

if either (C}) is satisfied and o is a positive measure, or (Cy) is satisfied,
then, for 0 < s <'t,

E[y(A)] > E[p(AD)]

which proves the result.

16



2. By hypothesis, there exists a sequence (A,,),>0 of compact subsets of A
with (J,5o An = A . We now assume that the support of o is contained
in some compact set A,,. Then, there exists a sequence (o, , n > 0),
weakly converging to o, such that, for each n, o, is as in step 1 a linear
combination of Dirac measures supported by A,,. Besides, we may
suppose

®) vn [l < [lo@y.

Moreover, if ¢ is a positive measure, all measures ¢, may be assumed
to be positive.

Let ¢ € C. By step 1, if either (C}) is satisfied and o is a positive
measure, or (Cy) is satisfied, then for any n > 0 and 0 < s < ¢,

9) E[p(A)] > E[p(AC)] .
On the other hand,

B~ A = [ [ e do =) dlo = o))

Consequently, using (8) and (H;), we obtain the convergence, in L?, of
the sequence (A" | n > 0) to A\,

Since v is affine outside of a compact interval, then 1 is a Lipschitz
continuous function, and the sequence (w(AS’"’) , n > 0) converges in

L? to ¢(A!”)). We may then pass to the limit in (9) and obtain, for
0<s5<t,
E[p(4()] > B[ (A7)

As E[A)] = J o(dX) does not depend on ¢, the desired result follows
from Lemma 3.1.

3. In the general case, we set, for any n > 0
Op — 1An o .
We have, for t > 0,

lim Agﬁn) :AEU) as. and ’AEU”)‘ < Agal),

n—oo

which allows to apply step 2 and to pass to the limit.

17



Remark Under the following hypothesis:
(H2) For all A, € A, the function c, , is absolutely continuous on R ,

Condition (Cy) may be written as:

For every n > 1, for every A, ---, A\, € A, the matrix

(e, o ) 1<j<n

is a positive symmetric matrix for a.e. £ > 0.

3.2 Examples
3.2.1 Processes (tG))

Let A be a metric o-compact space equipped with its Borel o-field. We
consider a real valued measurable centered Gaussian process (G, A € A) .
For A\, u € A, we set:

c(\ p) =E[G)\G,] .

We assume the following hypothesis:

(G1) The function:
(A p) e AXA—c(\p) eR

1S continuous.
We set, for A € A and t > 0,
G\ =tG).

Then, G satisfies (H;), (Hy) and (Cy).

3.2.2 Processes (G,,)

Here, we consider the particular case A = R, and a measurable centered
Gaussian process (G, A > 0) satisfying the previous condition (G1). We
set, for A\ >0 and t > 0,
2
Gl =G .

Furthermore, we assume that:

(Gg) For A, > 0, the function
t>0— c(tAtp)

is increasing.

18



Then the process G® satisfies (H;) and (C;). In particular, Theorem 3.1
implies that the process

t
<1 / exp <G,\ — 1c()\, A)) d\, t > 0)
t 2
is a PCOC.

An example of a process (G , A > 0) satisfying the above properties (G)
and (Gy), is the fractional Brownian motion B with Hurst index H € (0,1).
Indeed, then:

(AP + [ = A= ) = 0

N | —

c(A, ) =
and
c(t A tp) =t c(\ p) .
Actually, for each ¢ > 0, there is the equality in law:

it Wy g

Therefore, we may as well apply the previous paragraph. Consequently, for
any signed finite measure o on R,

2H
/ exp(BtI{\—(t)\; ) do(A) , t>0
R

is a PCOC.
We now introduce another example. Let

a:(\s)eRy xR, — a(\,s) € Ry
be a nonnegative measurable function such that:
i) For every A > 0, a()\, o) € L*(R,) .
ii) The function
(A ) eRy xRy — / a(X,s)a(p,s) ds
0
1s continuous.
iii) For any s > 0, the function
AeR, — a()s)

is increasing.

19



Setting
G,\:/ a(A\,s)dB; , A>0
0
where (Bj) is a standard Brownian motion, we see that properties (G;) and

(G9) are satisfied.

Finally, we consider, for £ € R, the process:
G,\ :B)\/\l —E()\/\l)Bl

where B denotes the standard Brownian motion. Obviously, (G) is satisfied.
An easy computation shows that (Gs) is satisfied if and only if

1
l—¢|>—.
RN

Consider now the case ¢ = 1. Then, (G, = B, —tB; , 0 <t <1) is
a representation of the standard Brownian bridge (b, , 0 <t < 1) . The
following proposition shows that, in this case, the conclusion of Theorem 3.1
fails.

Proposition 3.1 Let (b, 0 <t < 1) be the standard Brownian bridge.
We set, fort € [0,1],

! 1— 1-—
Ail) = / exp <but — —Ut( 5 Ut)) du and Al(?) = exp (bat — —at( 5 at))
0

with a € (1/2,1]. Then, neither (A" | 0 <t < 1) nor (A§2) , 0<t<1) are
PCOC’s.

Proof ,
It is not difficult to see that the left derivative at t = 1 of E[(AY)?] is
<0forj=1,2
O

3.2.3 Brownian sheet

Let, for A\,t > 0,
G = Wi,

where W denotes the standard Brownian sheet. We have:
C)\,u(t) =t(AAp).

20



Then G satisfies hypotheses (Hy), (Hs), (C1) and (Cs). In fact, for any ¢ > 0,

Go,t @ \/E Bo

where B denotes the standard Brownian motion. We may then consider this
case as a particular case of Example 3.2.1 (replacing ¢ by v/#). On the other

hand, for any A > 0,
tA
(exp <W)\,t - 3) s t Z 0)

is a (W,)-martingale, with
Wy=0{Wys; A >0,0<s<t}.

Therefore, Theorem 3.1 is obvious in this case since (A{”)) is a (W, )-martingale.

3.2.4 Stochastic integrals

Let A be a metric o-compact space and let
h:(\s)eAxR, — h(\,s) €R
be a measurable function such that:

i) For every A € A, h(\, o) € L2 (R,) .

loc

ii) For any t > 0, the function

(A, 1) GAXA—>/Oth()\,S)h(/J,,S) ds

1s continuous.

We note that, for
t
GM:/ h(A\,s)dBs ; AeA,t>0
0
where (B;) is a standard Brownian motion, then:
t
crnlt) = [ HOS) B 5) ds.
0
Therefore, G satisfies hypotheses (H;), (Hs) and (Cs).
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3.2.5 On a theorem of Kahane
Let A be a o-compact metric space and let
X:(XA,/\EA) , Y:<Y)\7/\€A)

be two real valued measurable centered Gaussian processes. We set, for
A €A,
Cx()\, /L) = ]E[X)\ Xﬂ] s Cy()\, u) = E[Y)\ YN]

and we assume that ¢x and ¢y are continuous functions on A x A. The
following proposition is stated in [Ka] with the additional assumption that
the convex function 1) below is increasing.

Proposition 3.2 We assume:
VA, el ex(Ap) <ey(Ap) .

Then, for any positive finite measure o on A and for any convex function ¥

T (o 252) o)
<E {w {/Aexp <YA - CY(QLA)) a(d)\)H |
Proof

We shall use again the smart path method. We set, for A € A and

t €10,1],
Grr = VIV +V1—t X,

where the processes X and Y are assumed to be independent. Then proper-
ties (H;) and (Cy) are satisfied for ¢ € [0, 1]. Therefore, by Theorem 3.1, the
process

/eXp(G)\7t—tcy()\’)\)—i_(l_t)CX()\’)\)) O'(d)\) ’ Ogtgl
A

2

is a PCOC, which leads to the desired result.
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4 PCOC’s and Gaussian sheets

In this section, our aim is to associate, to certain process (AEU) , t>0) as
defined in Section 3, a martingale having the same one-dimensional marginals
as this process. This will produce another proof that they are PCOC’s.
Our main tool is the construction of Gaussian sheets.

Throughout this section, A denotes a measure space, and we consider,
for each t > 0, a real valued measurable centered Gaussian process

G.’t - (GA,t 5 )\ S A) .
For \,u € A and t > 0, we set:

C)\,M(t) = E[G)\,t G,u,t] .

4.1 Gaussian sheets

We introduce the following hypotheses (Hy), (H}), and we recall hypotheses
(Hg) and (CQ)Z

(Hp) A is a separable metric space equipped with its Borel o-field.
(H]) The function:
(A t) E AXAXRE — ¢y ,(t) €R

is continuous.
(Hy) For all A, € A, the function ¢, , is absolutely continuous on R;.
(Cy) For every n > 1, for every Ay, -+, A, € A, the matrix function

t >0 — (ex; 0 (t)1<jin<n €Sy
is increasing.

Theorem 4.1 Under (Hy), (Hy), (Hz2) and (Csy), there exists a measurable
centered Gaussian process:

(F/\,t ) )\GA,tEO),
such that

(10) V(A s), (1,t) € A x Ry El\sTutl =capu(snt).
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Proof
We first prove that

(A, 8), (1 0)] — eau(s AT

is a covariance on A x R,.
Let A1, -+, A, € A. Conditions (Hy) and (Cy) ensure the existence of a
measurable function

t >0 — DA (1) e ST
such that, for almost every ¢t > 0,
(DA (]2 = (), a (8)1<jikn -

Let (By = (B},---,B"), t > 0) be a standard R"-valued Brownian motion,
independent of G, . Let sq,---,5, € Ry. We set, for 1 < j <mn,

=G0+ Z/ dVy M (u) dB),
where
d M) 1<k <n

denote the entries of the matrix D*1*)(y). Then, the formula:

SjN\Sk
E[Z; Zi] = e\, (0) + / o (W) du = ey, 5, (85 A sp)
0

ensures the covariance property.
From the preceding, there exists a centered Gaussian process:

(F/\,t 3 )\GA,tZO),

such that
Ely\sTu =ceapu(sAt).

Moreover, hypotheses (Hy) and (Hj) easily entail that the Gaussian space
generated by this process I' is separable. Therefore, by [N, Corollaire 3.8,
p. 44], the process admits a measurable version.

O

In some particular cases, we can give more explicit constructions, without
assuming hypotheses (Hy), (H7), (Ha).
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Proposition 4.1 Assume that there exists an increasing function @ on R,
such that, for every \,u € A and t > 0,

CA,u(t) = Qo(t) C)\,;L(D .

Let (ng) , n > 0) be a sequence of independent copies of Ge1, and let
(en, n>0) be a Hilbert basis of L*(R,). We set

0 o(t)
IBWES Z / en(s) ds Gg\”) )
0

n=0

Then,
(F)\,t ) )\GA,tZO),

is a measurable centered Gaussian process such that (10) is satisfied.

Proof
Since the function ¢ is increasing, the result follows from Parseval’s iden-
tity.
O

Proposition 4.2 Let g: A x Ry — R be a measurable function such that,
for every A € A, g(\, o) € L*(R,). We suppose that

G =t / g(\, s) dB;
0

where (Bs) is a standard Brownian motion. We denote by (Wsy; s,t > 0)
the Brownian sheet and we set:

1Y —/ g(A\u) d, Wi e .
0

Then,
(F/\,t 3 )\GA,tEO),

is a measurable centered Gaussian process such that (10) is satisfied.

Proof
We have

a8 = (€75 [ a0 gl du

and the result follows.
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Proposition 4.3 Let h: A x R, — R be a measurable function such that,
for every A € A, h(\, @) € L2 (R, ). We suppose that

loc

t
Gt :/ h(A,s) dBs
0

where (Bs) is a standard Brownian motion. We set:
Iy =Ghy .

Then,
(F/\,t , )\GA,tZO),

is a measurable centered Gaussian process such that (10) is satisfied.

The proof is straightforward.

The following proposition states the properties of I' which are essential
in the sequel.

Proposition 4.4 Let (I'y;; A€ A,t > 0) be a measurable centered Gaus-
sian process such that (10) holds. We set, fort >0,

Gi=0o{lhs; AeAN, 0<s<t}.
Then,

1) For 0 < s <'t, the process (I'ny —T'xs, A € A) is independent of the
o-field G, .

2) For anyt >0,
Fo,t (d:) Go,t .

The proof is straightforward.

4.2 Application to PCOC'’s

For any signed finite measure o on A, we set as in Subsection 3.1, for ¢ > 0,

i 1
AL = / exp (G,\J - icA,A(t)) o(d\) .
A
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Proposition 4.5 Assume there exists a measurable centered Gaussian pro-
cess:

(Fk,t ) )\GA,tZO),
such that (10) is satisfied. We set, fort > 0,

Gi=o{lhe: AEN, 0<s <t}

Let o be a signed finite measure on A. We set, fort > 0,

- 1
Mt( ) — / exp (F)\,t — 50/\’)\(75)> O'(d)\) .
A

Then (Mt(a) , t>0) is a (Gy)-martingale and, for each t > 0,

In particular, (Aﬁ"’ , t>0) is a PCOC.

Proof
This is a direct consequence of Proposition 4.4, using the following con-
sequence of (10):

VO <s <t VAeA, E[(Tx: — F,\78)2] =ca(t) —ean(s) .
O

Theorem 4.1, Proposition 4.1, Proposition 4.2 and Proposition 4.3 give con-
ditions entailing the hypothesis of the above proposition. In particular, The-
orem 4.1 and Proposition 4.5 yield another proof (with slightly different hy-
potheses) of Theorem 3.1 under Condition (Cs).
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